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pproved For Reta] 2000 oes CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020025-2 
IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: The Office of Security responsible 1or 
conducting liaison with all DDO area 
divisions and the DDO Technical Requirements 
Officer in establishing and validating 


25X1A (EM priorities. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) i COMPONENT :0S/PTOS/Technical Security 


“Division/OB 
EVALUATION: ' DATE: 


DATES 7 yn. 75 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 5X1A 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? ‘ Yes x No 
Who is (are) the peneficiary (ies) of this activity? 


by (pro) 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes X No_ . 

Do({es) the peneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes xX No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes_ No_X 
If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 
If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No xX If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include any thing questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? ae 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without . 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel 1S more. 
important than this one? . Yes No xX If so, what?.. gotta Sete 8 
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Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020025-2 
IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: The Office of Security component responsible 
25X1A for scheduling an effective program 
which best serves the consumer and provides 
the optimum utilization of available manpower. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 2 COMPONENT :0S/PTOS/Technical Security 
Division/OB 
EVALUATION: DATE: 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


XA 
Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes X No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 


or) 
Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes_ X No 
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes * No 


Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes ~ — No 
If so, how? = 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No_X 
If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No xX If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No ¥ Tf so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No X 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that, you feel is more 
- important than this one? Yes No X If so, what? ce Soa 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 2° COMPONENT :0S/PTOS/Technical Security 
Division/OB 
EVALUATION: | DATE: 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


25X1A 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes X No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 


Cy] (DDO) 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes Xx No 

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes_\ No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No xX 
If so, how? . 7 


“Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No_X 
If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more.efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No X If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No_X If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 
If so, how? 


-. Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you: feel 1s. more 
. important than this one? Yes _. No X If so, what? ‘ agen 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 4 COMPONENT :0S/PTOS/Technical Security 
Division/OB 


EVALUATION: DATE: 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes X No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 


Cay ( DD o) 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes XK No 

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes XK _ No ; 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less cestly? Yes No kK 
If so, how? aaa 


—_—— 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred — 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No X 
If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No X If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No XY If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No X 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
‘important than this one? Yes _ NO_ A lf soy-whate Poa Nba oom es 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: The Office of Security component responsible 
for procuring and maintaining specialized 
25X1A cay tplene and catalogs in the field for 
the use and information of foreign govern- 
ments approved for liaison with the Agency. - 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 5 COMPONENT :0S/PTOS/Technical Security 
Division/OB 


EVALUATION: DATE: 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


ae _ 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes X No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes K No- 
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes °X No 


Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No y _ 
If so, how? ; 


“Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No_x 
If so, where and why? . 


Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No_ X If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No xX If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No X 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more. 
~ important than this one? Yes " No f If so, what? ar 
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IDENTTFIC! ION OF ACTIVITY: The Office of Security component responsible 


for briefing and-training approved foreign 


25X1A government intelligence service personnel 
in techniques at the request of DDO 
components. 
ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 6 COMPONENT :0S/PTOS/Technical Security 
Division/O 
EVALUATION: DATE: 


What is (are) our reference(s) fo 


ate(s)? 


25X1A 
Is (are) the reference(s) still in No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 
gry ¢ BDO 
Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes X No 
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes ~ No 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No X_ 


If so, how? 


Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred _ 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 
If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No Y If so, which ee and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No K If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No X 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more | 
important than this one? Yes NO K Lie SOs, what? 
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7 Approved For Release 
IDENTIFICA ION OF ACTIVITY: 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 7 COMPONENT :0S/PTOS/Technical Security 


Division/OB 
EVALUATION: DATE: 
25X1A oe 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes x No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 


yy 4 dd0 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes XxX No 

' Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes X No 

Can. the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No _x 
ff SO, how? a 


Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No_ xX 
If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the aceavity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No X If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything aes onanie in the Peyene of 
Watergate? Yes No_  X If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No_X 
If so, how? Sore 


-. Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 


_important than this one? Yes’ . No Hf If so, what? 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: The Office of Security component responsible 


for providi dvice and suidance to. Agency 

25X1A facilities I oy cr scas on 
technical security matters by correspondence, 
cables and dispatches. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 8 COMPONENT :0S/PTOS/Technical Security 


Division/OB 
EVALUATION: 25X14 DATE: 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes KK No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 


Gan~4 ¢ DdO 
Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes x No 
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes x No 


Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No K 
Tf so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferre 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No X 
If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No X If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No_ X If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No_X 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
‘important than this one? Yes NO. IX Gis SO, “WHAET 4. eee oe 2S 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: The Office of Security component responsible 
for maintaining continuing liaison with 
other government agencies and selected 
representatives of commerical industry on 
matters and equipment. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B (a) 9 COMPONENT : 0S/PTOS/Technical Security 
25X1A Division/O 


EVALUATION: DATE: 


25X1C 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes K_ No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No 

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes ~X* No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes No ¥ 
If so, how? ~ 


Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred. - 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes ' No x 
If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No_ YX If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything mised tones in che light of 
Watergate? Yes No XK If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No X 
If so, how? 


Is epene any activity not now being pa by OS that you feel | 1S more 
_ important than this one? Yes: | No A If so, what? 


Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020025-2 
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ie ae A 
IDENTIFICM LON OF ACTIVITY: The Office of Security component responsible 
for developing Agency Technical Security 


policy regarding the use of various types 
of telephone systems, music systems, type- 
writers, intercoms and other office equipment. 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 10 COMPONENT :0S/PTOS/Technical Security 


Division/OB 
EVALUATION: DATE: 


/ 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 
| - 25X1A 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 


a aa 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes K No 

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes ‘¥ No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes © No K 
If so, how? 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred _ 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No x 
If so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No_X If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes 7 No X 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
"important than this one? Yes _ No x If so, what? a 


ee 


Approved For Release 2000/09/02 : CIA-RDP83B00823R000700020025-2- 
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a Approved For Release 
IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a 1d. COMPONENT :0S/PTOS/Technical Security 


Division 
EVALUATION: DATE: 
What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 
Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes * No 
_Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 
DDO 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes ( No 

_Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes No 

Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes _ No_{ 
If so, how? ae 


Do you féel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 
if so, where and why? 


Can another component do the activity more ,efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? ae 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No_, 
If so, how? 


«. Is there any activity not_now being pursued by OS that you feel is more 
": 2. important than this one? Yes_ -. NO K If so, what? 


ee 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTAN YT: 


14 COMPONENT :0S/PTOS/Technical Security 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B, (a) 
Division/OB 
EVALUATION: DATE: : 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


25X1A 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes x No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 


7 co ae “eae as ae 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes Xx No 

Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes X ‘No 

Can the activity be done more efficientlv or less costly? Yes No K 
If so, how? ea 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No Xx 
If so, where and why? j 


Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes No X If so, which component and why? 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No_ AX If so, what?. 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No X 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you, feel is more™.-. 


important than this one? Yes. No Woe TE SO, eWNate ] Ak ikgel 
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Approv in? - 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: ‘The Office of Security component responsible 
for providing escort to maintenance personnel 
working in the DCI complex and inspection 
of the areas of interest following such work. 


COMPONENT :0S/PTOS/Technical Security 
Division 


EVALUATION: . - DATE: pee. 
EVALUAE : nee OO 24 Meg VS 


ACTIVITY CODE: 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 


—— key 
Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes ¥ No - 3 


Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 
— pct 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes No_ | 
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes -X No 


Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes x _ No__ 
If so, how? . 


Sew bez06) 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes No 25X1A © 


If so, where and why? or, d 
ThAnSEE 7s DCL Fata edne Sto fy geemnah geri ak cna tbe 
ost ett Winey © CSae- mew GSS mrt cnttongad fr der raphe 


Can another component do the activity more .efficiently?. Less costly? 
‘More properly? Yes x No % If so, which component and why? 


Sa o PO lon Ne ee 
Does the activity include any thing questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No Tf so, what?. 


Can this activity be yeduced in scope/size or discontinued withont 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes. No 
If so, how? 


io-Js there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more. 
~~. important than this one? - Yes. No x If.so, what? aig 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: 


ACTIVITY CODE: III, B a) | COMPONENT :0S/PTOS/Technical Security 
Division/OB 
EVALUATION: DATE: 


_ 
2Y tHlar 75 . 


What is (are) our reference(s) for this activity? Date(s)? 
25X1A 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes_ X No 
Who is (are) the beneficiary(ies) of this activity? 


“yer 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes YX No 
Do(es) the beneficiary(ies) feel it is still necessary? Yes K 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? 


If so, how? : ee 

Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes x No 
If so, where and why? 


S22 TIT, B,@) 's 


Can another component do the activity more ,efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes x No =% If so, which component and why? 


Gon 2&2 n-2_ 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
Significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 
If so, how? 


Is there any activity not now being pursued by OS that you feel is more | 
important than this one? Yes _ No If so,. what? a 0% 
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IDENTIFICATION OF ACTIVITY: ‘Phe Office of Security SRO08 7905 2002 o5fs ible 
or providing daily inspection of the offices 

of the DCI and other senior personnel of 
the Agency. Se 


ACTIVITY CODE: 2 COMPONENT :0S/PTOS/Technical Security 
. Division/O 
EVALUATION: | DATE: 


ee een 


What is (are) our reference (s},94 this activity? Date(s)? 


Is (are) the reference(s) still in force? Yes AK ‘No | 
Who is (are) the beneficiary (ies) of this activity? 
| DCL 


Do you feel the activity is still necessary? Yes x No . 
Do(es) the beneficiary (ies) feel it is still necessary: Yes “xX No 
Can the activity be done more efficiently or less costly? Yes_X No °- 


If so, how? | ii 


Do you feel that responsibility for the activity should be transferred 
to another OS component or to another Office? Yes K No 
‘If so, where and why? 


dos © 30a) 15 


Can another component do the activity more efficiently? Less costly? 
More properly? Yes XK No If so, which component and why? 


bo. oro 


Does the activity include anything questionable in the light of 
Watergate? Yes No_X If so, what? 


Can this activity be reduced in scope/size or discontinued without 
significant effect on overall Agency security? Yes No 
If so, how? 


Is. there any activity not now being purgyed by OS that you feel is more — 
important than this one? Yes__. No /\Y If so, what? | ng ee 
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25X1A 
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ROUTING AND RECORD SHEET | 


SUBJECT: (Optional) 
EXTENSION 


x5311 


10 March 1975 


TO: (Officer designation, room number, and DATE 
building) OFFICER'S COMMENTS (Number each comment to show from whom 
tNITIALS to whom. Draw a line across column after each comment.) 
RECEIVED FORWARDED 
Ls 
ft Chief, Technical /f Under Objective B57104 the 


security Division/ Jt Office of Security will re- 


2. ‘ view and validate all Officd 
4 OFs Hy of Security functions, 


activities...to ensure effed 


tiveness, economy and 


3. 
AC/; . /, efficiency. The attached 
TS F? documents represent two 


# milestones under that objec 
tive. Milestone 1, the 
} components identified their 


functions and activities. 
Milestone 2 was establishment 
1 of a format for evaluating 
° these...activities. It is 
requested that Technical 
Security Division review 
the attachment and: 

a) Certify that there are 


rd 
—+ ok. no deletions/corrections 
| 
i 
_| 


additions to be made to 
the previous listing 
submitted by your office 
b) Review the Identificatio 
of Activity statement on 
each evaluation sheet to 
ensure it fully equals 
to the comparable activity 
1 from your offices listing. 
c) Use the attached format 
to evaluate each individidal 
4 activity. 


VS - ea arg ll bot A 
. [- ee (Wuo BEC afn 
r Joma ae ehichad ff arnctly 


1m. fem - far pwo- 3 
4 dicdacs Tree ci Cr. 6. Shows de 


VEU ore pmisyere 


TP CONFIDENTIAL  []. CERNAT UNCLASSIFIED 
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